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Gary S. Fish, Esq. (GSF 6551) 

Attorney for the Plaintiff 
15 Maiden Lane, Suite 2000 
New York, New York 10038 
(212) 964-5100 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


GEORGE BESHARA, 

PLAINTIFF, 


■X CASE NO.: 

PLAINTIFF’S COMPLAINT 


-against- 

THE CITY OF NEW YORK; POLICE OFFICER AIDA 
DEJESUS, “JOHN DOE” AND “RICHARD ROE” 


(Plaintiff Demands a Trial by 
(Jury of all issues herein) 


DEFENDANTS. 

-.X 

The plaintiff, by and through his attorney Gary S. Fish, Esq., sets forth the following 
as his Complaint against defendants herein. 

1. PARTIES AND JURISDICTION 

1. On or about March 14, 2016, and at all times relevant herein, the plaintiff, a US citizen, 
resided and resides at 450 95'’’ Street, Brooklyn, New York. 

2. On or about March 14, 2016, and at all times relevant herein, on information and 

belief, defendant The City of New York, was and is a municipal corporation lawfully organized 
and existing under the laws of the State of New York, and on said date and all times relevant 
herein, said defendant had and has a principal place of business located at 530 Municipal 
Building, NY, NY 10007. 
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3. On or about March 14, 2016, and at all times relevant herein, on information and 
belief defendant Police Officer Aida DeJesus was a police officer assigned to the 68'*’ 

Precinct, Brooklyn, New York, and on said date and at all times relevant herein, each act of 
wrongdoing herein after alleged to have been committed by this defendant was committed 
within the scope of her agency and/or authority and/or employment on behalf of defendant The 
City of New York. 

4, On or about March 14, 2016, and at all times relevant herein, defendants “John Doe” and 
“Richard Roe” whose tnie identities are presently unascertained, were and are police officers 
assigned to the 68'*’ Precinct, Brooklyn, New York, and each act of wrongdoing herein after 
alleged to have been committed by said defendants was committed within the scope of their 
agency and/or authority and/or employment on behalf of the defendant The City of New York. 

5, Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Section 1343(a) (3), the Federal Court herein has original jurisdiction 
to redress the deprivation of civil rights under color of any law, statute, ordinance of any 
right, privilege, or immunity secured by the U.S. Constitution, providing for equal rights of 
citizens or of all persons within U.S. jurisdiction, and jurisdiction exists under the alleged 
below stated Fourth Amendment violation and/or Fourteenth Amendment violations herein. 

6. Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Section 1391(b) in a case where jurisdiction is not solely foxmded on 
diversity jurisdiction, such as the present case, venue is proper where the defendant resides or 
a judicial district where a substantial part of the events giving rise to the claim occurred, and 
venue is proper therefor in the United States District Court, Eastern District of New York. 
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COUNT I 

(VIOLATION OF FOURTH AMENDMENT) 

7. On or about March 14, 2016, at approximately 800PM, while the plaintiff was lawfully 
traversing on or near 82"*^ and 5“' Avenue, Brooklyn, New York the defendants without 
probable cause and vwthout a warrant, arrested him, for, inter alia, for attempted assault. 

8. The unlawful search and unlawful seizure in violation of the Fourth Amendment to the U.S. 
Constitution, was wrongful, intentional, without justification and/or probable cause, and denied 
the plaintiff equal rights, protection and privileges under law, in one or more of the following 
ways, in that: (a) police documentation prepared by defendant DeJesus, The Complaint 

Room Screening Sheet, plaintiff Exhibit “1" shows that plaintiff was attacked by an autistic 
7 year old boy (Maxim Shermata (sic)), who punched him in the stomach, and that plaintiff 
who was taken to Lutheran Hospital for chest pains, was the real victim, and not one 
Sagarashvilli (sic) who refused medical treatment; (b) the defendants selectively arrested 
plaintiff for alleged assault, whereas the assaulting individual, Sagarashvilli, was not so 
charged; ©) The Prisoner Movement slip generated by defendant DeJesus, plaintiff Exhibit “2", 
shows a diamond shaped laceration to the right side of plaintiff’s face, whereas the EDP sheet, 
plaintiff Exhibit “3" generated by defendant DeJesus states that complaining victim sustained 
no visible injury and refused medical treatment on the scene and refused medical treatment at the 
68“* Precinct.; (d) The 3-15-16 Property Clerk Invoice, plaintiff Exhibit “4" generated by 
defendant DeJesus shows that an undamaged blue umbrella was then invoiced by defendant 
DeJesus, whereas the subject complaint, plaintiff Exhibit “5" signed by defendant DeJesus 
on April 4, 2016 approximately 21 days following the subject 3-14-16 incident expressly 
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states that the subject umbrella was destroyed, and that complaining victim Sagarashvilli 
(sic) sustained substantial injury on 3-14-16; (e) any damage occurring on or about 4-4-16 
to the subject blue umbrella which was taken into police invoice on or about 3-15-16, 
plaintiff Exhibit “4" constituted destruction of evidence by defendant DeJesus, 
defendants “John Doe” and “Richard Roe” the 68“' Precinct, Brooklyn, New York 
and defendant The City of New York in an attempt to create false evidence and/or 
charges against plaintiff; and (f) The 4-4-16 criminal complaint sworn to under oath 
by defendant DeJesus falsely, deliberately, maliciously, and perjuriously concocted 
four (4) personal injury related crimes and three (3) property damage crimes against 
plaintiff. 

9. As a result of the subject Fourth Amendment violations, the plaintiff sustained loss of 
liberty. 

10, As a result of defendants’ violations of the Fourth Amendment, the plaintiff was caused to 
incur and wilt incur reasonable attorney fees and costs. 

11. As a result of defendants’ violations of the Fourth Amendment, plaintiff was caused to incur 
and will incur emotional pain and suffering, including anxiety, distress, humiliation and sadness. 

12, As a result of defendants’ violations of the Fourth Amendment, a criminal complaint 
Docket #2016KN020608, was brought against plaintiff, which complaint was dismissed on or 
about November 18,2016, Criminal Court of City of New York, County of Kings, 120 
Schermerhom Street, Brooklyn, NY 11201. 
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COUNT II 

(DENIAL OF EQUAL PROTECTION AND DUE PROCESS 
IN VIOLATION OF FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT) 

13. Plaintiff herewith repeats, restates and realleges Paragraphs 1-12 herein above. 

14. The aforesaid deliberate and/ir unlawful and/or unconstitutional praetices by defendants 
violated plaintiff* s Fourteentli Amendment rights to equal protection and/or due process of law, 
and plaintiff thereby sustained the above injuries and damages. 

COUNT III 

(MALICIOUS PROSECUTION-ANCILLARY JURISDICTION) 

15. Plaintiff herewith repeats, restates and realleges Paragraphs 1-14 herein above. 

16. The subject state malicious prosecution claim arises out of the same factual particulars 
as pertains to the subject 3-14-16 Fourth Amendment and Fourteenth Amendment violations 
herein, and the Court has ancillary jurisdiction over the malicious prosecution claim. 

17. The criminal prosecution of plaintiff was done intentionally, maliciously, without 
probable cause, was dismissed on or about 11-18-16 by the Court, because the People could 
not prove their case beyond a reasonable doubt and was thereby favorably terminated; 

Certificate of Disposition, plaintiff Exhibit “6". The CPL Section 160.50 unsealing authorization 
duly executed and notarized is hereby attached as plaintiff Exhibit “7". 

18. The criminal prosecution of plaintiff was done egregiously, heinously, opprobriously, in a 
manner calculated to and that did damage plaintiffs liberty rights, and defendants are liable for 
punitive and exemplary damages as a result thereof 

19. On or about December 19, 2016, Claim #20I6PI029781, plaintiff timely and properly served 
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by way of certified mail/retum receipt an amended notice of claim herein. 

20. On January 23,2017, a 50-h hearing of plaintiff (then claimant) was held and completed 
at Law Office of Jeffrey Samel, 150 Broadway, NY, NY, and plaintiff has fulfilled any 
conditions precedent herein to filing the subject state claim sounding in malicious prosecution. 
WHEREFORE, plaintiff prays for relief as follows: 

AS AND FOR EACH OF THE FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD COUNTS: 


1. For general damages in the amount of Twenty Five Million Dollars and Zero Cents 
($25,000,000.00); 

2. For punitive and exemplary damages in the amount of One Hundred Million Dollars 
and Zero Cents ($100,000,000.00); 

3. For reasonable attorney fees and costs; 

4. For disbursements; and 

5. For any other just relief deemed proper by the Court. 


DATED: NEW YORK, NEW YORK 
JANUARY 31, 2017 


Respectfully submitted, 

A 




K !AaAI^ 


ish. Esq. (GSF 6551) 
for the Plaintiff 
Lane, Suite 2000 


NY, NY 10038; (212) 964-5100 
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CRTMIWAt COURT Of THE CITY OF KEW YORK 
PAR^r afjrr county of KING$ 


-—__ STATE OF NEW YORK 

THE PEORLB of the STATE OF NEW YORK COUNTY OF KINGS 

V 

GEORGE BESHARA 
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CRIMINAL COURT OF THE CITY OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF KINGS 

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
VS 

BESHARA,GEORGE _ 

Defendant 


CERTIFICATE OF DISPOSITION 
NUMBER: 58477 


Date of Birth 


Address 

BROOKLYN 


NY 


City ‘state 2ip 

Docket Number: 2016KN020608 


NYSID Number 

_ OB/14/2016 _ 

Date of Arrest/Issue 

Summons No: 


145.00 155.25 165.40 260.10 110-120.00 120.15 240.26 
Arraignment Charges 


Case Disposition Information: 
_ Date Court Action 


11/18/2016 DISMISSED - MOTION OF DA 


Judge 


GERSTEIN,M 


Part 


TRIAL1 







' I HEREBY CERXXEY--TllAr THIS IS A TRUE EXCERPT OF THE RECORD ON 

THIS COURT. - ■ - 
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COURT OF 


:GNATURE AND SEAL 


01/25/2017 

DATE 


FEE: 10.00 


(CAUTION: THIS DOCUMENT IS NOT OFFICIAL UNLESS EMBOSSED WITH THE COURT 
SEAL OVER THE SIGNATURE OF THE COURT OFFICIAL.) 
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VI. CAUSE OF ACTION 


Brief doscrlptli 


'•Km Mi -&fc^ 


Cite the U.$. Civil Statute under which 


virSEQUEfTEDlS O CTTCCKlPPIlSrSAClA^A^^^^^^ ^ 

COMPLAINT: WNTJnR RU»,,i5 aj. P. ft.C».». <^«^7 JuftY tffcMAWP. y^TW—Liill— 
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CRRTTFICATTON OF ARBITRATION EMGTBILITY 

Local Afbilndion Rule ft3J0 prdvi<lo>i thol with ccitoin u^cepliunN. ueUpna aoiikLA^ moony doiA4a<9l ooly ui oo Omounl nOl in nxcaod of ilSOtOOO^ 
exclusive of Interest and eo5fC% %ue olioiblc for compulso/y orbifradon. ItK omounrof demnges Ig presumed to be bclowxhc threshold omount \mlesti n 
ecnifiecmon to the eontniTy is filed. 


t. 01 _ counsel for. 

ineligilbifi fSr eompulsoiy ^bitration for the following reason 


do hereby certify that the above captioned civil action is 


5® 

□ 

□ 


compulsory arbitration for the following reason(s): 
inonciaTy dan]agc$ sought arc in excess of $150,000, exclusive of interest and casts, 
the complaint seeks injunctive relief, 
the matter is otherwise irteligible for the following reason 

DISCLOSURE STATEMENT - FEDERAL RULES CIVIL PROCEDURE 7JL 

Identify any parent eorpontion and any publicly held coeporatien that owns 10% or more or its .stocks; 


jjJELATEIHIASE STATEMENT fScctionjmi-Oiuthe Front of this Forml 


f lease lisi;»ll C0SCS th>Jt utc fliifuably rclnied pui^usmL Ui Division «rBu.«nc.sx Rule 50J J in Section VITT on the Tninl of ihis fomi. Rule 50.3.1 (u) 
pmvidex thul **A civil eaxe is ‘Vclulcd” lo another civil case for puqinscH of ihLs guideline when, Enscitwcc ol'lhc xiTnilurily nf fuaLx uimI le^l issucdi or 

because the cases strice from the snine tmiiiactions or eveivifl^ o subfitoiitial fldving of jvidiclal maoufcefl Is IDoely fo result thorn both coses to llio 

same judge and magistrate judge/’ Rule 50.3.1 (b) provides that" A civil wwc shall not be deemed ’‘related' to another civil case mercly because the civil 
case: (A) involves idcniica.! legal bsucs. or (T^) involves the same punier ” Rule 50.3.1 (c) fuTlhcr provides Ihm “Prusumplivcly, and Huhjecl Ui the power 
of u judge Lo (letcrmine otherwiKe pursuant to purugiuph (d), civil cu.xes shul! not be deemed 10 be ^reluleiT' unbax both ciLses an: atill pending before the 
courL** 


NY«K DIVISION OP nmrSfSS^ Rl)!.li: .W.UdWl^ 

10 Is the Civil action being Qcd in the Eustem Oisiriet romuved (h)in 0 New York SUde Court locnlod in Nft»ettu or SuAbLK 
County;_ 7^6 _ 


2 .) 


If you answered ‘‘no" above; 

a) Did Ihc events or omissions giving rise to the claim or claiins» or a substunlial part thereof. 
County ? AJd^ _ 


occur in Nassau or Suffolk 


b) Did the eve&ls or amissioos giving fisc lo the claim or olaims, or a substantial part ihereoll occur in the Easlem 
District ? _ 


If your aniwcr to question 2 <b) is docs the defendant (or n majority of the defendants, if there is more than one) reside in Nassau or 

SuHulk County, or, in an interpleader t^on. does the ulaintanl (or a majority of the claimants, if there is more than one) reside in Nassau 
or SufTolk County?_ /vM 


(Note: A corporation .ohall bo coiuidorod a resident of tho County in which It has the mo.«t significant contacts). 


BARADMISSIOiV 


1 am eurnentiy admitted in the Hatitem District of New York end currently a member in good .standing of the bar of this court 




Yes 


No 


Arc you currently the subjeet of any disciplinary action (s) in this or any otiicr state or fbdcml court? 
□ Yes (Ifycs, please explain) ^ No 



TOTAL P.002 













